3 offence the greater the penalty, it appears from the Act, that leading the army of dangerous beings marching menacingly out from cyberpunk (animal-human mutants, entities with multiple 'parents' and nefarious traders in genetic stuff 10 ) is the cl short, the Act declares that in Australia the clone is very b one. In ad indeed.
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But why does the clone attract this opprobrium? Textbooks define a clone as an entity with an identical genetic sequence to another individual. 12 However, this definition fails to explain the extreme penalties for cloning in the Act. After all, there are many 'clones' in nature. Normal cellular reproduction by mitosis involves the splitting of a single cell into two identical daughter cells. Plant propagation by cutting produces siblings with the same genes as the parent, and identical twins also satisfy the definition. 13 Clearly, the clones that the Act fearfully anticipates possess something more then genetic sameness.
Intervening between Dolly and the Act was stem cell technology. Stem cells are 'promethean' cells that have no immediate function but can be triggered into generating any specialist cell types. Stem cell technology offers the potential for regeneration of cells that otherwise die through age and disease. 14 Cloning and stem cell technology meet in the concept of therapeutic cloning: that is, using cloning to create a clone embryo and then destroying the embryo by harvesting the stem cells.
Given the established politics surrounding the use and abuses of human embryos, these elements of stem cell technology -making a potential human for an 'end' and 'horrible images of…little babies being dismembered' 15 to harvest a productgenerated considerable lobbying from the religious right and the biomedical research community for law. 16 The Act can be seen as a legislative response to a sustained public panic surrounding stem cell technology. . 17 In the second reading speech the Prime Minister asserted that:
I do not underestimate the sensitive nature of the subject matter assessed in this legislation, nor the strength of views that many will have on these issues…This Bill, in my view, successfully balances respect for human dignity, ensures that community standards and ethical values are upheld and enables the enormous potential of embryonic stem cell research to be explored… 18 Howard's speech amounted to a careful defence of his Government's compromise of allowing surplus IVF embryos to be used for stem cell research, and his references to 'balance' must be seen in that light. As to cloning Howard was much less circumspect: 'Like many in the community, I am opposed to any form of human cloning, both reproductive and therapeutic, and consider that now is the time to prohibit such practices from occurring in Australia. ' 19 Howard's speech is remarkable in that it carefully justified the stem cell compromise but the prohibition of cloning was announced without any justifications or explanations. Instead, Howard joined with 'many in the community' who do not need to explain why their opinions should form law. Howard here repeats an observable pattern regarding cloning. The Report declares that:
the notion of 'photocopying' a human being is contrary to human dignity, confuses family and personal relationships and offends many of the deepest understandings of our unique identity and individuality. 33 However, the Report did not explain why cloning was contrary to human dignity; why it was such a danger to family and personal relationships; and what it was about cloning that offends the deepest understandings about identity. Instead, it catalogued the arguments made in submissions and declares to have found a middle ground in prohibiting cloning and allowing stem cell research on surplus IVF embryos. 34 A similar presumption can be discerned in the Australian Health Ethics Committee (AHEC) reference of December 1998 that also unquestionably accepted that cloning threatens human dignity. 35 Like the Andrews Report the AHEC deferred to community standards:
The Working Group chose not to conduct public consultation as so many
International and National pronouncements from professional groups and community groups indicated a consensus of opinion on prohibiting the cloning of human beings. 36 This opposition to cloning on the basis of a perceived consensus of opinion was reflected in the wider public reporting and comment that followed after Dolly. The Enterprise is the closest Federation ship, and so the Next Generation crew begin their final film adventure. 50 However, the overtures of peace turn out not to be as genuine as the offers made to an earlier Enterprise Capitan by the Klingons in Star Trek VI. 51 Shinzon is a clone with a history. He was created by the Romulans with the intention of having him impersonate the real Picard, thereby placing a Romulan agent at the heart of Star
Fleet. To fulfil his destiny Shinzon is an intriguing piece of genetic engineering: created using 'temporal DNA', he has been designed so his aging could be accelerated to match Picard's age. For reasons unknown, this use of Shinzon was abandoned, and in an attempt to destroy the evidence of the plot Shinzon was condemned to die as a slave in the dilithium mines of Romulus' twin planet Remus. 
The Clone as Double
For Wendy Doniger the cultural anxiety surrounding clones can be located in the mythology of the double. 53 The clone is a concern precisely because it promises an undistinguished 'twin' of the original. Identical twins are problematic due to their sameness and hence their indistinguishableness, but also due to a perceived uncanny program and 'feeding' him a diet of emotions that he cannot resist. 59 It is possible that the Data-Lore double has exhausted the need for Data-B4 to be framed according to the twin conventions. 60 In doing so, the film challenges the treatment of clones that it articulates so clearly with the Picard-Shinzon double. In the film Data is Data, B4 is B4, and the interaction is not one of good/evil, but one of kin. Data quickly labels B4
'brother' and soon accepts B4's difference from him. And so it is Data who decommissions B4 when he is revealed as a pawn of Shinzon because Data accepts that B4 will never be any different from what he is -manufactured as the unwitting accomplice to Shinzon's plans.
In the Picard-Shinzon double, Nemesis suggests that clones are to be feared; that clones would be evil, homicidal and interrupt the natural order in uncanny ways. As 
Genetic Determinism and the Essence of Identity
In parading the two elements of the clone hysteria, clone as double and clone as artefact, Nemesis can be read as articulating the anxieties that called forth the The nature/nurture debate of earlier generations has become drowned in a helix of deoxyribonucleic acid. For Haraway and others, genetic determinism is the ideology of a conservative epoch, an epoch marked by an abandonment of the social, a rejection of community over individuality, retribution over rehabilitation, and the return to a naturalisation of social, ethnic and economic inequality. 64 As such it is possible to argue that the clone hysteria, the fear of 'photocopying human beings' as the Andrews Report expressed it, articulates and inscribes in the public record that genetic determinism is, for want of a better phrase, the 'truth.' A truth that Nemesis tells is problematic but ultimately, in the promise of Data's resurrection, unassailable:
Prohibition of Human Cloning

III. Genetic Frontiers
genes make us who we are. This is what is truly frightening in the clone hysteria: not the prospect that there might be children with an identical nucleinic genome to other humans, but that we live in a culture where essence matters, difference is naturalised and inequality is normal.
Nemesis might fail in its attempts to escape genetic determinism through the valorisation of acceptance, difference and life, but its failure is instructive. Arguably, Nemesis maps the limits of older politics within the new frontiers. In conflating genotype with phenotype genetic determinism oversteps its science into myth. It confuses the genetic potential of an entity with its concrete actuality and ignores the contextual influences of environment and life history on the development of an entity. 65 It is here in the gap between the science and myth that essentialism can be addressed and clearer thinking and lawmaking about clones and cloning can begin. 
